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I. General Considerations 
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"Extortion" is the obtaining of property from another under color of official right, designating a crime committed by 
an officer who, under cover of office, unlawfully takes any money or thing of value not due him or her, or more than 
is due, or before it is due. 


"Extortion" is defined as the obtaining of property from another under color of official right.! Extortion is a common-law 
offense.” Common-law extortion is a property offense committed by a public official who takes any money or thing of value 


that is not due to him or her under the pretense that he or she is entitled to such property by virtue of the office.” Put another 
way, in the common law, the term designates a crime committed by an officer of the law who, under cover or color of office, 
unlawfully and corruptly takes any money or thing of value that is not due to him or her, or more than is due, or before it is 


due.* Case law has established that extortion is to be read generically and that the generic definition may be broader than the 


strict common-law definition.” In a more enlarged sense, extortion signifies any oppression under color or pretense of right.° 


Theft does not include extortion, ’ and they are not the same offense.® 


Character and grade of offense. 


Extortion is an abuse of public justice’ and a misuse by oppression of the power with which the law clothes a public officer, |? 


It has been said to be an offense of a particularly odious character, |! and abhorrent to all who believe in decent government, 


and the broad statutory proscription thereof is rightly applied to public officers whatever be the nature of their duties. 12 
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Ordinarily, extortion is a misdemeanor,” it being a form of malfeasance in office, !4 although under some statutes it is a felony. i3 


A broad interpretation is appropriate when construing the term "property" for purposes of extortion. 


16 


"Oppression" defined and compared. 


The word "oppression" is a word of more extensive signification than "extortion" and will embrace many other acts of official 


malfeasance and misfeasance, and in its ordinary sense indicates an act of cruelty, severity, unlawful exaction, domination, or 


excessive use of authority. !/ The statutory crime of oppression has been described as an unlawful use of authority, and it is not 


committed by threats but by an unlawful act of the accused. |S 
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